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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . The response filed November 6, 2006 is acknowledged. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Specification 

3. The amendment filed November 6, 2006 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: the replacement 
specification deletes details of the rigid frame chassis. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 20-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 



Application/Control Number: 10/695,162 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3752 

one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Claim 20 recites "the spray head being 
oriented to producing an evenly-dispersed forward projecting discharge of the liquid 
under pressure." The disclosure, as originally filed, fails to disclose an "evenly- 
dispersed forward projecting discharge." Claims 24 and 27 contain similar recitations. 

6. Claims 25, 28, 29 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 25 recites "... according to claim 20, and further including..." It is uncertain 
whether the sprayer further includes a tee or applicant is attempting to claim a 
combination of a sprayer and tee. 

Claim 28 recites the limitation "two valves" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

In claim 29, the recitation "a first valve... a second valve" appears to be a double 
inclusion of the "two valves" recited in claim 28. 

Claim 39 depends on a canceled claim. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

7. Claims 20, 21 , 23, 24, 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Baughman (6,719,065). 

Baughman discloses a sprayer comprising: 
a chassis 12; 
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a plurality of wheels 1 4; 
a push handle 16; 
a container 22; 
a battery 35; 
a pump 30; 
a spray head 210; 
a spray wand 40, 88; 
two valves 82, 84. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. Claims 22, 25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baughman (6,719,065) in view of Kildow (6,070,808). 

Regarding claim 22, Baughman differs from what is being claimed in the rear 
wheels have a larger diameter than the front wheels. Kildow teaches larger diameter 
rear wheels 12. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have provided larger diameter rear wheels in the device of 
Baughman as taught be Kildow for easier swiveling. 

Regarding claims 25 and 26, Baughman differs from what is being claimed in the 
tee. Baughman teaches a Y connection to connect the spray wand and the spray head 
to the pump. Providing a Tee rather than a Y connection is mere change of shape of 
the connector. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have replaced the Y connection with a Tee to ease 
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hose routing, since it has been held that a mere change in shape involves only routine 
skill in the art. In re Dailey, 357 F.2cl 669, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1966). 
9. Claims 20, 21, 23, 24, 27, 30, 31, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Fellhauer et al. (5,465,456). 
Fellhauer discloses a sprayer comprising: 
a chassis 1 1 ; 

a plurality of wheels 13, 14; 

a push handle 17 

a container 20; 

a pump 22; 

a spray head 25; 

a spray wand (column 3, line 2); 
Fellhauer does not specifically disclose a battery and the spray head of Fellhauer 
is oriented to produce a rearward projecting discharge. 

Using battery powered electric motors to operate pumps are well known in the 
art. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have provided a battery to the device of Fellhauer for portable power 

Orienting the spray head to provide a forward projecting discharge is a mere 
rearrangement of parts. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have provided a forward spray to allow longer time 
period for the solution to soak into the carpet before brushing. In re Japikse, 1 81 F.2d 
1019, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950) 
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10. Claims 20-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kildow (6,070,808) in view Rudloff (3,690,559) and Baughman (6,719,065). 
Kildow discloses a sprayer comprising: 
a chassis 46; 

a plurality of wheels 12, 14; 

a push handle 16; 

a container 22; 

a pump 24 

a spray wang 26; 

a back cover 74. 

Kildow does not disclose a first spray means. Rudloff teaches a spray head 23, 
25, 27. Baughman teaches to simultaneously mount a spray head and a spray wand. It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have provided the spray head of Rudloff to the device of Kildow to wash 
pavement. 

Additionally, Kildow discloses an electrical cord 18 for plugging into an outlet 
rather than a battery. Batteries are well known in the art. It would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have provided a 
battery in the device of Kildow to portability and use where no electrical outlets are 
available. 



Response to Arguments 
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1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed November 6, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Baughman does not disclose a push handle. Baughman 
discloses a push handle 16. The intended use of push handle does not distinguish the 
claimed invention from the device of Baughman. 

Applicant argues that Baughman does not disclose a spray head on a front of the 
chassis. Baughman discloses a spray head 210 on the front of the chassis. It is 
mounted to the chassis at the Y connection. 

Applicant argues that Baughman does not disclose a battery for supplying power 
to a pump. Bsughman's battery 35 provides the starting power to the engine 32 which 
operates pump 30. Therefore, the battery provides power to the pump during startup. 

Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher S. Kim whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 6:30 AM - 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kevin Shaver can be reached on (571 ) 272-4720. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). /y/ 
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Primary Examiner 
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